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Introduction 





This statistical compilation provides tabular and graphical representations of quantitative and 
qualitative data collected in the project “Counting Lives Lost” (CLL), a systematic monitoring effort of 
visually documented extrajudicial executions perpetrated by the so-called Islamic State terrorist 
organization since January 1, 2015. CLL, a special project of Perspectives on Terrorism — the open- 
access journal of the Terrorism Research Initiative (TRI) and the Institute of Security and Global 
Affairs (ISGA), aims to: 





1. Provide a representative individual- and incident-level census of publicized IS hostage 
killings based on a systematic long-term data collection effort in order to contribute empirical 
quantitative and qualitative facts on the scale, dynamics, and characteristic patterns of IS’ 
execution activities and victimization behavior; 


2. Counterbalance the Western media’s reporting bias against executions of non-Western 
hostages by offering data irrespective of victims’ citizenship. 


The statistics presented in this compilation summarize aggregated findings and display results of long- 
term measures to highlight temporal trends, changing developments, and other distinctive patterns. ' 
They are based on a unique data set covering the first six years of the project’s monitoring period 
(January 1, 2015 to December 31, 2020). The data set* records 2,414 individuals killed by the IS in 
publicized executions (1,224 incidents) and measures roughly 20 incident- and victim level variables, 
including citizenship, gender, geographic location, execution method, and IS’ justifying arguments for 


1 Anaccompanying analysis (which was published in Issue 16(1) of ‘Perspectives on Terrorism’) can be retrieved from 
https://archive.org/download/cllstatistics/CLL_ Analysis _2015-2020.pdf 

2 An anonymized version of the full data set, which was last updated on February 6, 2022, can be downloaded from 
https://archive.org/download/cllstatistics/CLL Data Set_2015-2020.zip 





Project Web Page: https://archive.org/details/cllstatistics 
Twitter: @CountingLivesPT GF 


Email: countingliveslost[at]gmail.com 








the killings. It is not restricted to particular groups of captives and includes individuals irrespective of 
their citizenship, combatant status, geographic location of death, or other features. 


The data set is confined to publicized executions, i.e., killings that were visually communicated by the 
IS through videos or still images. Executions claimed in text- or audio-only statements without 
providing any visual proof of an incident were excluded. Furthermore, the data collection was restricted 
to executions of captives. On-the-spot killings, such as battlefield killings, drive-by-shootings, or 
assassinations were not considered. Deceased individuals displayed in aftermath-only visuals (i.e., 
videos or pictures that exhibited captives’ remains, but neither showed them alive nor their executions) 
were only included if it became clear from them that a person was killed in captivity’ or if a sufficient 
amount of clarifying information on the related incident could be found in secondary sources. Incidents 
from 2014 documented in previously unseen footage that was published only in 2015 or later were 
included, however, one video displaying the large-scale massacre at the Camp Speicher military base in 
Iraq in June 2014 was excluded due to its outlier status’. 


To build up the data corpus (aimed to be exhaustive), the author systematically collected IS execution 
visuals by regularly tracking official’ IS social media accounts on Telegram’. To create a data collection 
as completely as possible, not only videos were considered but also image publications, such as photo 
reports or separately posted pictures — which have often been neglected by previous research on IS 
publications. The collection included all videos related to executions, including those released by the 
A’maq News Agency as well as mixed-content compilations which were not thematically focused on 
executions but contained scenes of hostage killings. The registered reference date for counting an 
execution was the release date’ of the visual material displaying the killing. When several visuals were 
released documenting the same incident, the release date of the first-published visual was recorded. 


All relevant visuals were thoroughly examined, cross-checked with secondary sources? (if there were 
any retrievable) and coded for roughly 20 variables in a condensed data sheet. It should be pointed out 
that despite the author’s effort to identify as many details as possible on each execution, information 
provided by the IS was often the only information available for some or all parameters of a killing — 
hence it could not be independently verified. This is particularly true for executions of non-Westerners. 
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E.g., if a person was blindfolded or shackled. 

For a short description of the incident, see Table S56. 

5 Asmall number of unofficial releases (i.e., unbranded visuals published by non-official sources) were included in the 
data set as well, preconditioned that they had been distributed or re-posted by several pro-IS social media accounts, and 
that the displayed execution incidents could be verified by alternative sources. 

6 Initially: Twitter (until the group’s expulsion from there). 

7 It is important to keep in mind that this was often not the date when the execution had been carried out. Due to the 
underreporting of local victims, the actual execution date could often not be determined; therefore, the release date of 
the visual was used to have a consistent reference date. 

8 Such as websites or social media accounts of news outlets, journalists, activists, think tanks, and researchers. 
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License Information: This document is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons 
Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, 
distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. Users of the 
document are required to cite the author's name and 'Perspectives on Terrorism’ as the initial source of 
publication. 
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bibliographies and other resources for Terrorism Research (for an inventory visit 
https://archive.org/details/terrorism-research-bibliographies) and runs the execution monitoring project 
‘Counting Lives Lost’ (CLL). She wrote her doctoral thesis on Internet usage of Islamist terrorists and 
insurgents (focus: media-oriented hostage takings). E-mail: j.tinnes@gmx.de, Twitter: 
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Table S1. Individuals Executed by Month Table S2. Execution Incidents by Month Table S3. Individuals Executed and Execution Incidents by Year 
Month n % Month n % Individuals Incidents 
2015 2015 Year n % n % 
January 59 2.44% January 33 2.70% 2015 1016 42.09% 468 38.24% 
February 107 4.43% February 46 3.76% 2016 627 25.97% 306 25.00% 
March 80 3.31% March 33 2.70% 2017 292 12.10% 158 12.91% 
April 122 5.05% April 51 4.17% 2018 195 8.08% 114 9.31% 
May 75 3.11% May 36 2.94% 2019 151 6.26% 92 7.52% 
June 93 3.85% June 49 4.00% 2020 133 5.51% 86 7.03% 
July 124 5.14% July 40 3.27% 
August 96 3.98% August 37 3.02% Total 2414 100.00% 1224 100.00% 
September 60 2.49% September 34 2.78% 
October 96 3.98% October 55 4.49% 
November 27 1.12% November 19 1.55% 
December 77 3.19% December 35 2.86% Table S4. Number of Individuals Killed per Incident 
2016 2016 
January 57 2.36% January 40 3.27% Victims per Incident frequency 
February 49 2.03% February 37 3.02% incident (n)* n % 
March 64 2.65% March 34 2.78% al 812 66.34% 
April 40 1.66% April 21 1.72% 2 195 15.93% 
May 48 1.99% May 29 2.37% 3 76 6.21% 
June 44 1.82% June 24 1.96% 4 49 4.00% 
July 42 1.74% July 20 1.63% 5 38 3.10% 
August 44 1.82% August 18 1.47% 6 10 0.82% 
September na3) 5.51% September ea 1.72% Ww 6 0.49% 
October 41 1.70% October 23 1.88% 8 12 0.98% 
November 31 1.28% November 15 1.23% 9 5 0.41% 
December 34 1.41% December 24 1.96% 10 4 0.33% 
2017 2017 a 3 0.25% 
January 23 0.95% January nG 1.39% 12: 2. 0.16% 
February 15 0.62% February 1 0.90% 13 al 0.08% 
March aly 0.70% March 14 1.14% 14 4 0.33% 
April 27 1.12% April 18 1.47% 16 2 0.16% 
May 20 0.83% May 10 0.82% 21 a: 0.08% 
June 27 1.12% June 7 0.57% 23 al 0.08% 
July 44 1.82% July 22 1.80% 25 1 0.08% 
August 38 1.57% August 25 2.04% 28 al 0.08% 
September 44 1.82% September 15 1.23% 60 1 0.08% 
October 6 0.25% October 4 0.33% 
November ili? 0.70% November 8 0.65% Total 1224 100.00% 
December 14 0.58% December 7 0.57% 
2018 2018 °M = 2, Mdn = 1, SD= 3. 
January 14 0.58% January 7 0.57% 
February 22 0.91% February 1. 0.90% 
March 26 1.08% March 9 0.74% 
April 9 0.37% April 6 0.49% 
May 22 0.91% May 15 1.23% 
June 13 0.54% June 6 0.49% 
July 29 1.20% July 21 1.72% 
August 7 0.29% August 4 0.33% 
September 17 0.70% September 10 0.82% 
October 17 0.70% October 10 0.82% 
November i 0.46% November 9 0.74% 


December 8 0.33% December 6 0.49% 











Table S5. Mass Execution Incidents by Year 








Mass execution 






































Year Yes No Total 
2015 n 40 428 468 
% 8.55% 91.45% _100.00% 
2016 n 28 278 306 
% 9.15% 90.85% _100.00% 
2017 n a 148 _ 158 
% 6.33% 93.67% _100.00% 
2018 n 4 110 114 
% 3.51% “96.49% _ 100.00% 
2019 nn nco) 92 
% 4.35% 95.65% __100.00% 
2020 n 6 80 86 
% 6.98% 93.02% _100.00% 
Total n 92 1132 1224 
% 7.52% 92.48% __100.00% 























2019 
January 19 0.79% 
February 12 0.50% 
March 7 0.29% 
April 30 1.24% 
May 15 0.62% 
June 14 0.58% 
July 5 0.21% 
August 7 0.29% 
September 5 0.21% 
October 4 0.17% 
November 10 0.41% 
December 23 0.95% 

2020 
January 12 0.50% 
February 6 0.25% 
March 42 1.74% 
April 6 0.25% 
May 19 0.79% 
June 1 0.46% 
July 6 0.25% 
August a 0.29% 
September 8 0.33% 
October 2 0.08% 
November 5 0.21% 
December 9 0.37% 

Total 2414 100.00% 

Min 2 

Max 133 

M 34 

Man 22 

SD 32 

Month of Ramadan 2015 141 

Month of Ramadan 2016 49 

Month of Ramadan 2017 24 

Month of Ramadan 2018 i} 

Month of Ramadan 2019 28 

Month of Ramadan 2020 20 





2019 
January 16 1.31% 
February ih 0.57% 
March 6 0.49% 
April 21 1.72% 
May 8 0.65% 
June 3 0.25% 
July B 0.16% 
August 6 0.49% 
September Si 0.25% 
October 4 0.33% 
November 7 0.57% 
December 9 0.74% 

2020 
January 9 0.74% 
February 4 0.33% 
March 19 1.55% 
April 5 0.41% 
May 15 1.23% 
June 9 0.74% 
July 2 0.16% 
August 7 0.57% 
September 4 0.33% 
October 2 0.16% 
November 5 0.41% 
December 5 0.41% 

Total 1224 100.00% 

Min 2 

Max 55 

M 17 

Mdn 13 

SD 13 

Month of Ramadan 2015 40 

Month of Ramadan 2016 26 

Month of Ramadan 2017 5 

Month of Ramadan 2018 7 

Month of Ramadan 2019 10 

Month of Ramadan 2020 16 








Note. If the exact number of persons killed could not be 
determined from a visual (e.g., due to nighttime footage), 
the minimum number of identified captives was counted. 


Note. Incident = the execution of one or more person(s) 
at a particular time and place. Summary executions of 2 
or more persons at the same time and location were 
counted as single incidents. This standard was also 


applied to cases where victims were not killed 


simultaneously but sequentially within a short time 
interval, preconditioned that they were featured in the 
same segment of a visual (e.g., video scene or photo). 


Note. Yes = incident in which 5 or more victims were executed at the 
same time and place. If only aftermath footage of an execution was 
released, the categorization of the incident was based on the number 


of displayed bodies. 


Figure S1. Individuals Executed and Execution Incidents by Month 
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2414. Total N incidents = 1224. 


Note. Total N individuals 


Figure S2. Individuals Executed and Execution Incidents by Year 
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2414. Total N incidents = 1224. 


Note. Total N individuals 
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Table S6. Gender of Execution Victims Table S7. Females Executed: Summary Statistics 
Gender n % Characteristic rn 
Female 7 0.29% Citizenship 
Male 2407 99.71% French? 4 
Iraqi® 3 
Total 2414 100.00% Foreigner 
Yes 4 
No 3 
Year 
2015 2 
2016 1 
2020 4 
Location of killing 
West Africa (Niger) 4 
Iraq 3 
Public execution (physical audience) 
Yes 3 
No 4 
Execution method 
Shooting 4 
Stoning 3 
Charges 
None® 4 
Adultery 3 
Media type for documentation 
Image(s) 6 
Video 0 
Both il 
Media coverage 
Yes* 5 
No 2 





*Total N individuals = 7 (N incidents = 5). 
‘The victims were kidnapped together and 
killed by gunshot in 2 separate incidents in 
Niger (3 of them in a summary execution, 
1ina single killing). ‘The victims were 
killed in 3 separate stoning incidents in 
Iraq (2 in Wilayat Nineveh, 1 in Kirkuk). 
“Termed “Crusaders” yet not charged with 
a particular “crime”. °4 of the victims were 
foreigners. 


Citizenship of Execution Victims 


Table S8. Citizenship of Execution Victims 





Table S9. Foreigner Status of Execution Victims 








Table $11. Foreigner Killings by Year 


























Foreigner status n % 
Foreigner* 87 3.60% 
Non-foreigner 2327 96.40% 
Total 2414 100.00% 





Note. Foreigner = a person killed in a state other than 
his/her home country. Non-foreigner = a person killed in 
his/her home country. Victims were tagged as foreigners 
if their foreigner status was explicitly specified by either 
the IS or secondary sources. If no information on a 
person's foreigner status was available (as was often the 
case with locals), it was assumed that the victim was a 
non-foreigner. 


*83 males, 4 females (the women were French nationals 
kidnapped together). 


Table $10. Citizenship of Foreigners Executed 








Year n % 
2015* 74 85.06% 
2016 2 2.30% 
2017 2 2.30% 
2018 3 3.45% 
2019 0 0.00% 
2020° 6 6.90% 
Total 87 100.00% 








“58 of the 74 victims were killed in 3 mass 
execution incidents with 23, 21, and 14 
victims. 


'Victims were kidnapped together and 


killed in 2 execution incidents (1 summary 
killing, 1 single execution). 


Table $12. Foreigner Killings by State / Region 

















Citizenship n % 
traqi 1123 46.52% 
Iraqi or Syrian* 27 1.12% 
Syrian 741 30.70% 
Egyptian 142 5.88% 
Afghan 84 3.48% 
Libyan 71 2.94% 
Yemeni 65 2.69% 
Nigerian 56 2.32% 
Ethiopian 34 1.41% 
Filipino 15 0.62% 
Tunisian 8 0.33% 
Russian 6 0.25% 
French 6 0.25% 
Malian 5 0.21% 
Somali 4 0.17% 
Eritrean 3 0.12% 
Saudi Arabian 2 0.08% 
Turkish 2 0.08% 
Japanese 2 0.08% 
Swedish 2 0.08% 
Nigerien alk 0.04% 
Chadian 1 0.04% 
Burkinabe ail 0.04% 
Palestinian 1 0.04% 
Pakistani al 0.04% 
Iranian ul 0.04% 
Kazakh 1 0.04% 
Chinese 1 0.04% 
Jordanian al 0.04% 
Israeli 1 0.04% 
South Sudanese il 0.04% 
Ghanaian 1 0.04% 
Mauritanian al 0.04% 
Croatian 1 0.04% 
Norwegian 1 0.04% 
Bangladeshi el 0.04% 
Total 2414 100.00% 





Note. Citizenship information was determined from IS 
visuals, accompanying statements, and/or secondary 
sources. If no information on a person's citizenship was 
available (as was often the case with locals), it was 
assumed that a victim's country of death was his/her 
home country. 


*Citizenship could not be specified as the persons were 
killed in IS provinces encompassing parts of both Iraq 
and Syria and no further information on their countries of 
origin could be found. 














Location n % 
Libya* 63 72.41% 
Syria 12 13.79% 
West Africa>* 6 6.90% 
Iraq 4 4.60% 
Iraq / Syria* al 1.15% 
Egypt 1 1.15% 
Total 87 100.00% 











Citizenship n % 
Ethiopian* 34 39.08% 
Egyptian” 20 22.99% 
French® 6 6.90% 
Tunisian 4 4.60% 
Eritrean 3 3.45% 
Russian 3 3.45% 
Swedish Z 2.30% 
Turkish 2 2.30% 
Japanese 2 2.30% 
Chinese ul 1.15% 
Croatian 1 1.15% 
Ghanaian 1 1.15% 
Iranian al 1.15% 
Israeli 1 1.15% 
Jordanian il 1.15% 
Kazakh El 1.15% 
Mauritanian al 1.15% 
Norwegian 1 1.15% 
Palestinian il 1.15% 
South Sudanese 1 1.15% 
Total 87 100.00% 





*Killed in 2 related mass execution incidents. "Killed in 1 
mass execution incident. “Kidnapped together, killed in 2 
execution incidents (one summary killing, 1 single 
execution). 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of 
more than one state due to the group's abolishment of 
borders. 


58 of the 63 victims were killed in 3 mass execution 
incidents with 23, 21, and 14 victims. "Victims were 
kidnapped together and killed in 2 execution incidents (1 
summary killing, 1 single execution). 
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Table S13. Individuals Executed by State / Region: Year-by-Year Development 




















2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 

Location n % n % n % n % n % n % n % 

Iraq 421 41.44% 275 43.86% 119) 40.75% 72 36.92% 62 41.06% 38 28.57% 987 40.89% 
Iraq / Syria* 103 10.14% 61 9.73% 45 15.41% 2 1.03% 1 0.66% 1 0.75% 213 8.82% 
Syria 307 30.22% 195 31.10% 83 28.42% yl 26.15% 28 18.54% 44 33.08% 708 29.33% 
Libya 90 8.86% 21 3.35% ie) 0.00% 1 5.64% 12 7.95% ie} 0.00% 134 5.55% 
Egypt 16 1.57% 46 7.34% 19 6.51% 23 11.79% 9 5.96% 10 7.52% 123 5.10% 
Afghanistan / Pakistan* 23 2.26% 16 2.55% a 3.77% 30 15.38% 3 1.99% 2 1.50% 85 3.52% 
West Africa* 3 0.30% 0 0.00% le} 0.00% 0 0.00% 34 22.52% 33 24.81% 70 2.90% 
Yemen 49 4.82% 8 1.28% 2 0.68% 6 3.08% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 65 2.69% 
Philippines ie} 0.00% 3 0.48% 12 4.11% 10) 0.00% 10) 0.00% 0 0.00% 45 0.62% 
Somalia le) 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 4 3.01% 4 0.17% 
Tunisia a 0.10% 10) 0.00% a 0.34% 10) 0.00% 2 1.32% 0 0.00% 4 0.17% 
Russia 2 0.20% 1 0.16% ie) 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 3 0.12% 
Saudi Arabia al 0.10% al 0.16% ie} 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 10} 0.00% 2 0.08% 
Bangladesh (e) 0.00% 0 0.00% (e) 0.00% 1°) 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 0.75% bi 0.04% 
Total 1016 100.00% 627 100.00% 292 100.00% 195 100.00% 151 100.00% 133 100.00% 2414 100.00% 





Note. The geographic information is based on the IS' self-styled provincial system. Due to the group's abolishment of internationally recognized borders, some of its provinces (Wilayat) spanned over more than one state. For these 
territories, information is provided on regional- instead of state level. The decline of killings in the Iraqi-Syrian pan-border region was influenced by the formal restructuring of the IS provincial system in 2018. After the reorganization, 
the IS usually attributed activities to either its Iraqi or Syrian provinces, while references to the former pan-border provinces of Al-Furat and Al-Jazirah fell largely out of use. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state. 


Table S14. Execution Incidents by State / Region: Year-by-Year Development 




















2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 

Location n % n % n % n % n % n % n % 

Iraq 184 39.32% 95 31.05% 60 37.97% 39 34.21% 40 43.48% 20 31.40% 445 36.36% 
Iraq / Syria* 37 7.91% 32 10.46% 18 11.39% at 0.88% 1 1.09% 1: 1.16% 90 7.35% 
Syria 184 39.32% 107 34.97% 58 36.71% 29 25.44% 25 27.17% 32 37.21% 435 35.54% 
Libya 20 4.27% 18 5.88% le) 0.00% 1 9.65% 9 9.78% 0 0.00% 58 4.74% 
Egypt 11 2.35% 38 12.42% a 6.96% 14 12.28% 4 4.35% 8 9.30% 86 7.03% 
Afghanistan / Pakistan* 12 2.56% 9 2.94% 6 3.80% 17 14.91% 3 3.26% 2 2.33% 49 4.00% 
West Africa* 3 0.64% 0 0.00% ie} 0.00% 0 0.00% 8 8.70% 13 15.12% 24 1.96% 
Yemen 13 2.78% 3 0.98% 2 1.27% 3 2.63% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% oT 1.72% 
Philippines ie} 0.00% 2) 0.65% 2 1.27% 10) 0.00% 0 0.00% 1} 0.00% 4 0.33% 
Somalia ie) 0.00% 0 0.00% (e) 0.00% ie) 0.00% 0 0.00% 2 2.33% 2 0.16% 
Tunisia ak 0.21% 0 0.00% al 0.63% ie} 0.00% 2 2.17% ie} 0.00% 4 0.33% 
Russia 2 0.43% a 0.33% ie) 0.00% ie) 0.00% 0 0.00% ie} 0.00% 3 0.25% 
Saudi Arabia a 0.21% a 0.33% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 10) 0.00% 10} 0.00% 2 0.16% 
Bangladesh (e) 0.00% 0 0.00% te) 0.00% ie) 0.00% i} 0.00% 1 1.16% 1 0.08% 
Total 468 100.00% 306 100.00% 158 100.00% 114 100.00% 92 100.00% 86 100.00% 1224 100.00% 





Note. The geographic information is based on the IS' self-styled provincial system. Due to the group’s abolishment of internationally recognized borders, some of its provinces (Wilayat) spanned over more than one state. For these 
territories, information is provided on regional- instead of state level. The decline of incidents in the Iraqi-Syrian pan-border region was influenced by the formal restructuring of the IS provincial system in 2018. After the 
reorganization, the IS usually attributed activities to either its Iraqi or Syrian provinces, while references to the former pan-border provinces of Al-Furat and Al-Jazirah fell largely out of use. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state. 


Figure S3. Individuals Executed and Execution Incidents by State / Region 
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Note. Total N individuals = 2414. Total N incidents = 1224. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Figure S4. Individuals Executed by State / Region: Year-by-Year Development 
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Note. Total N individuals = 2414. The decline of killings in the Iraqi-Syrian pan-border region was influenced by the formal restructuring of the IS provincial 
system in 2018. After the reorganization, the IS usually attributed activities to either its Iraqi or Syrian provinces, while references to the former pan-border 
provinces of Al-Furat and Al-Jazirah fell largely out of use. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Table S15. Mass Execution Incidents by State / Region 








Mass execution* 



























































Location Yes No Total 
Iraq n 40 405 445 
% 8.99% 91.01% 100.00% 
Iraq /Syria* on 9 81 90 
% 10.00% 90.00% 100.00% 
Syria n 20) 414 435 
% 4.83% 95.17% 100.00% 
Libya n 4 54 58 
% 6.90% 93.10% 100.00% 
Egypt n 3 83 86 
% 3.49% 96.51% 100.00% 
AfPak* n Z 47 49 
% 4.08% 95.92% 100.00% 
West Africa* n zw 17 24 
% 29.17% 70.83% 100.00% 
Yemen n 4 17 21 
% 19.05% 80.95% 100.00% 
Other n 2 14 16 
% 12.50% 87.50% 100.00% 
Total n 92 1132 1224 
% 7.52% 92.48% 100.00% 





“Defined as an incident with 5 or more victims. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one 


state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Figure S5. Execution Incidents by State / Region: Year-by-Year Development 
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Note. Total N incidents = 1224. The decline of incidents in the Iraqi-Syrian pan-border region was influenced by the formal restructuring of the IS provincial 
system in 2018. After the reorganization, the IS usually attributed activities to either its Iraqi or Syrian provinces, while references to the former pan-border 
provinces of Al-Furat and Al-Jazirah fell largely out of use. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Figure S6. Annual Percentage for Execution Incidents in the 20 Most Active IS Wilayat 
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Note. Total N incidents = 1224. Wilayat = a self-proclaimed province in the IS’ administrative system. The decline of incidents in the Iraqi-Syrian pan-border 
region was influenced by the formal restructuring of the IS provincial system in 2018. After the reorganization, the IS usually attributed activities to either its 
lraqi or Syrian provinces, while references to the former pan-border provinces of Al-Furat and Al-Jazirah fell largely out of use. NW = No Wilayat (area, where 
IS has not officially declared a province). UD = Undisclosed (area was not specified by |S). All remaining provinces / areas were summarized within the 
“Other” category. 


Table S16. Individuals Executed and Execution Incidents by IS-Wilayat: Year-by-Year Development 






























































Individuals (n) Incidents (n) 
Location 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 
Iraq 987 445 
Nineveh 133 70 5 3 3 al 215 66 30 5 2 al al 105 
Shamal Baghdad 18 93 27 6 8 3 155 7 ELE 9 5 5 2 39 
Kirkuk 18 38 31 26 8 16 137 8 20 13 12 7 8 68 
Salahuddin 95 13 0 8 5 2 123 22 5 0 2 5 2 36 
Diyala 52 9 39 6 5 3 114 28 4 23 6 4 3 68 
Dijla 30 20 5 18 9 3 85 12 9 2 10 8 3 44 
Al-Anbar 43 14 2) 5 ‘lsh Tf 82 23 5 ail Zz; 8 6 45 
Al-Fallujah 20 10 2 0 13 le) 45 8 7 2 0 2 ie} 19 
Al-Janoub 8 6 4 10) (0) 3 aul i z 4 0 0 2 415 
Baghdad (e) 0 4 i?) (e) ie) 4 0 0 1 ie} ie} ie} zi 
NW / UD 4 2 ) 0 (e) (e) 6 3 zZ i) i} ie} ie} 5 
Iraq / Syria* 213 90 
Al-Furat 43 41 40 2 (0) (0) 126 18 2a 13 al 0 ie} 53 
Al-Jazirah 60 20 5 i°) el el 87 19 pg 5 1°) 1 1 37 
Syria 708 435 
Al-Khair 35 50 31 4 13 10 143 28 20 17 3 13 10 91 
Raqqah 36 86 10 1 2 1 136 28 48 7 1 2 1 87 
Homs 85 12 5 0 8 24 134 35 8 5 10} 7 13 68 
Dimashq 41 13 3 23 ie) ie) 80 19 8 3 14 ie} ie} 44 
Halab 50 21 4 0 te) 2 77 41 14 4 10} ie} 2 61 
Al-Barakah 36 EY 9 7 4 7 64 22 1 4 3 2 6 38 
Hama 18 5 0 0 (0) (0) 23 ws 3 0 0 ie} ie} 10 
Idlib ie) 0 0 5 te) ie) 5 0 ie} ie} 2 ie} ie} 2 
Hawran (e) 0 0 0 al ie) i 0 0 0 10} ail 0 il 
NW / UD 6 7 21 EER (e) 0 45 4 5 18 6 ie) ie) 33 
Libya 134 58 
Bargah 42 8 0 als 6 (0) 67 15 6 0 abl 4 0 36 
Tarabulus 25 13 i?) 0 te) ie) 38 4 12 ie} ie} 0 ie} 16 
Fezzan 23 i?) i?) i?) 6 ie) 29 al 1°} 1°) 1°} 5 ie) 6 
Egypt 123 86 
Sinai 15 46 19) 23 9 10 122 10 38 all 14 4 8 85 
NW/UD 1 i°) i?) i°) ie) ie) 1 1 i¢) i¢) i¢) ie) ie} 2 
Afghanistan | Pakistan* 85 49 
Khorasan 23 16 1 30 3 2 85 12 9 6 17 3 2 49 
West Africa* 70 24 
West Africa 3 i) 0 i) 34 33 70 3 i?) i} i?) 8 13 24 
Yemen 65 21 
Aden Abyan 27 4 0 4 te) le) 35 6 2 0 al 0 0 () 
Shabwah 17 0 0 0 te) te) 17 3 ie} ie} 0 ie} ie} 3 
Hadhramout 2 4 0 0 0 0 6 il a 0 0 0 0) 2 
Bayda ie) 0 2 2 (e) te) 4 0 ie} 2 2 ie} ie} 4 
Aden 2 0 0 0 te) te) 2 2 0 ie} 0 0 0 2 
Lahj 1 i?) i?) i?) ie) te) pl 1 1°) i?) 1°) ie} ie} 1 
Philippines 15 4 
NW / UD te) 3 12 i) ie) (e) 15 i) 2 2 i} ie} ie} 4 
Somalia 4 Z| 
Somal (e) 0 i?) i?) (e) 4 4 i?) ie) 0 1°) ie} 2 2 
Tunisia 4 4 
NW/UD 1 i) 1 0 2 te) 4 1 i) 1 0 2 ie) 4 
Russia 3 3 
Kavkaz te) al 0 0 te) te) ef 0 al 10} 0 0 0 al 
NW/UD 2 i?) i?) i?) ie) ie) 2 2 1°) 1°} ie} ie} ie} 2 
Saudi Arabia 2 | 
Najd a 10) 10) 10) (0) (0) i al 10) 10} 10) ie} 0 1 
NW/UD (e) 1 i°) 1°) ie) ie) ! i°) 1: i¢) 1°) ie) ie} it 
Bangladesh 1 1 
NW/UD ie) i?) i?) i?) (e) 1 cL i?) i?) i?) i?) ie} 1 1 
Total 1016 627 292 195 451 133 2414 468 306 158 114 92 86 1224 





Note. Wilayat = a self-proclaimed province in the IS’ administrative system. The decline of incidents and fatalities in the Iraqi-Syrian pan-border region was influenced by the formal restructuring of the IS provincial system in 2018. After the 
reorganization, the IS usually attributed activities to either its Iraqi or Syrian provinces, while references to the former pan-border provinces of Al-Furat and Al-Jazirah fell largely out of use. NW = No Wilayat (area, where IS has not officially 
declared a province). UD = Undisclosed (area was not specified by IS). 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Table S17. Involvement of Execution Victims in Conflict (According to IS) 





ments Stated by IS to Justify Exec! 





Table S18. Execution Victims' Alleged ,,Charges“ (as Stated by IS to Justify Killings) 


























Conflict involvement n % 
Conflict participant 1979 81.98% 
Not involved 401 16.61% 
Undisclosed 34 1.41% 
Total 2414 100.00% 





Note. Conflict participants = individuals directly involved 
in the conflict between the IS and its enemies, such as: 
military / security professionals (e.g., soldiers, policemen, 
intelligence agents, private security contractors), 
paramilitary forces (e.g., militia members), fighters from 
rival militant groups, civilian ,spies“ and collaborators 
who cooperated with anti-IS entities, or political and 
ideological opponents (e.g., anti-IS politicians, media 
activists, preachers). 


Not involved = civilian captives killed for non-conflict 
related reasons, such as: individuals executed by 
illegitimate Sharia courts in Hudud punishments 
implemented for secular offenses (e.g., murder, armed 
robbery) or for religious, moral, or social “crimes” (e.g., 
blasphemy, sorcery, homosexuality, adultery), individuals 
killed for their religious / confessional, ethnic, national, or 
symbolic identity, or hostages executed as a result of 
failed negotiations. 








Charge n % 
Apostasy [Ridda] 1506 35.33% 
Spying 781 18.32% 
Retaliation [Qisas]* 539 12.64% 
Fighting IS (organization) / Fighting religion (meant: |S' version of Islam) 414 9.71% 
Religious / confessional affiliation 158 3.71% 
Deterrence 113 2.65% 
Treason 85 1.99% 
Mischief [Fasad] 75 1.76% 
Banditry [Hirabah] 61 1.43% 
Blasphemy 55 1.29% 
Homosexuality 53 1.24% 
Hostage demand(s) not met / Ransom not paid 52 1.22% 
Anti-IS media work / activism 40 0.94% 
Sorcery [Sihr] 35 0.82% 
Adultery [Zina] 25 0.59% 
Recruiting anti-IS fighters 9 0.21% 
Drug trafficking Tf 0.16% 
Smuggling people out of IS territory 5 0.12% 
Desertion 3 0.07% 
Testifying against IS members in court 3 0.07% 
Home country of victim participated in anti-IS war 3 0.07% 
Advocating elections 2 0.05% 
Soothsaying 2 0.05% 
Call people to commit polytheism [Shirk] 2 0.05% 
Child rape 2 0.05% 
Helping prisoners of IS to escape 2 0.05% 
Legitimizing the killing of IS members 2 0.05% 
Smuggling of weapons / ammunition to IS opponents 2 0.05% 
Smuggling of Muslim women to IS opponents ab 0.02% 
Desecrating bodies of IS fighters 1 0.02% 
Monitoring ballot boxes al, 0.02% 
Not applying Sharia 1 0.02% 
Fraud a 0.02% 
Procuration a: 0.02% 
No specific charge provided (victim was enemy fighter, e.g., Shia militia member) 160 3.75% 
No specific charge provided 61 1.43% 
Total 4263 100.00% 





Note. n = number of charges. The total number of charges (N = 4263) is higher than the total number of victims (N = 2414) as the 


IS often used several arguments for justifying the killing of a captive. Up to four major charges per individual killing were 


documented (M = 1.77, SD = 0.92, Mdn = 2.00). In the table, terms used by !S' illegitimate Sharia courts for Hudud or other 
Islamic punishments are added in brackets. It is worth recalling that the group derives these terms from traditional Islamic penal 


law yet uses its own interpretation of Sharia law when implementing , justice". 


*i.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 


Figure S7. Execution Victims' Alleged ,,Charges“ (as Stated by IS to Justify Killings) 
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Note. n = number of charges. The total number of charges (N = 4263) is higher than the total number of victims (N = 2414) as the 


IS often used several arguments for justifying the killing of a captive. Up to four major charges per individual killing were 


documented (M = 1.77, SD = 0.92, Mdn = 2.00). In the figure, terms used by |S' illegitimate Sharia courts for Hudud or other 
Islamic punishments are added in brackets. It is worth recalling that the group derives these terms from traditional Islamic penal 


law yet uses its own interpretation of Sharia law when implementing justice". 


*i.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 


Table S19. Execution Victims' Alleged ,,Charges“ (as Stated by IS to Justify Killings): By Year 




















2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 

Charge % n % % % % % % 

Apostasy [Ridda] 492 30.30% 446 35.34% 225 39.82% 145 45.45% 111 40.36% 87 39.91% 1506 35.33% 
Spying 282 17.36% 250 19.81% 127 22.48% 59 18.50% 34 12.36% 29 13.30% 781 18.32% 
Retaliation [Qisas]* 260 16.01% 118 9.35% 79) 13.98% 26 8.15% 36 13.09% 20 9.17% 539 12.64% 
Fighting IS / Religion 119 7.33% 165 13.07% 46 8.14% 29 9.09% 40 14.55% 15 6.88% 414 9.71% 
Religion / Confession 102 6.28% 5 0.40% 14 2.48% 2 0.63% 16 5.82% 19 8.72% 158 3.71% 
Deterrence 15 0.92% 35 2.77% 11 1.95% 15 4.70% 16 5.82% 21 9.63% 113 2.65% 
Treason 33 2.03% 31 2.46% 18 3.19% al 0.31% 10) 0.00% Zz 0.92% 85 1.99% 
Mischief [Fasad] 45 2.77% 24 1.90% al 0.18% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 5 2.29% 75 1.76% 
Banditry [Hirabah] 40 2.46% 20 1.58% al 0.18% 0 0.00% ie} 0.00% 0 0.00% 61 143% 
Blasphemy 41 2.52% 9 0.71% 4 0.71% lt 0.31% ie} 0.00% 0 0.00% 55 1.29% 
Homosexuality 42 2.59% 7 0.55% 4 0.71% 0 0.00% 10} 0.00% 0 0.00% 53 1.24% 
Hostage negotiations failed 29 1.79% 3 0.24% 4 0.71% 10) 0.00% ae 4.00% 5 2.29% 52 1.22% 
Anti-IS media work / activism i 0.43% 32 2.54% ai 0.18% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 40 0.94% 
Sorcery [Sihr] 21 1.29% 10 0.79% 3 0.53% 0 0.00% 10} 0.00% 1: 0.46% 35 0.82% 
Adultery [Zina] 13 0.80% 8 0.63% 3 0.53% al 0.31% 10} 0.00% 10} 0.00% 25 0.59% 
Other 23 1.42% 19 1.51% 2 0.35% 4 1.25% 1 0.36% 1 0.46% 50 1.17% 
No charge (enemy fighter) 58 3.57% 50 3.96% 21 3.72% 19) 5.96% 6 2.18% 6 2.75% 160 3.75% 
No charge 2 0.12% 30 2.38% 1 0.18% 17 5.33% 4 1.45% 7 3.21% 61 1.43% 
Total 1624 100.00% 1262 100.00% 565 100.00% 319 100.00% 275 100.00% 218 100.00% 4263 100.00% 





Note. See note for Table S18. 


Figure S8. Execution Victims' Alleged ,,Charges“ (as Stated by IS to Justify Killings): Annual Percentage 
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Note. Total N charges = 4263. See also note for Figure S7. 


Figure S9. Execution Victims' Alleged ,,Charges“ (as Stated by IS to Justify Killings): Percentage by State / Region 
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m Apostasy [Ridda] ™ Spying @ Retaliation [Qisas]* @ Fighting IS / Religion ™ Religion / Confession 
Deterrence Treason @ Mischief [Fasad] @ Banditry [Hirabah] @ Blasphemy 

| Homosexuality ™ Hostage negotiations failed ™ Anti-IS media work / activism ™ Sorcery [Sihr] Adultery [Zina] 

i Other ™ No charge (enemy fighter) ™ No charge 


Note. Total N charges = 4263. See also note for Figure S7. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Table S20. Execution Victims' Alleged ,,Charges“ (as Stated by IS to Justify Killings): By State / Region 






























































Hostage Anti-IS No charge 
Apostasy Retaliation Fighting!IS/ Religion! Mischief Banditry Homo- negotiations media work/ Sorcery Adultery (enemy 

Location [Ridda] Spying [Qisas]}* Religion Confession Deterrence Treason [Fasad] [Hirabah] Blasphemy _ sexuality failed activism [Sihr] [Zina] Other fighter) No charge Total 
Iraq 

n 648 304 220 202 8 42 60 22 23 22 23 23 16 10 16 al 98 19 1767 

% 36.67% 17.20% 12.45% 11.43% 0.45% 2.38% 3.40% 1.25% 1.30% 1.25% 1.30% 1.30% 0.91% 0.57% 0.91% 0.62% 5.55% 1.08% 100.00% 
Iraq / Syria* 

n 136 106 49 39 28 El te) 10 7 3 9 3 5 1 2 8 1 i} 408 

% 33.33% 25.98% 12.01% 9.56% 6.86% 0.25% 0.00% 2.45% 1.72% 0.74% 2.21% 0.74% 1.23% 0.25% 0.49% 1.96% 0.25% 0.00% 100.00% 
Syria 

n 456 241 152 99 24 48 25 36 28 29 18 7 alt? 16 6 23 47 6 1278 

% 35.68% 18.86% 11.89% 7.75% 1.88% 3.76% 1.96% 2.82% 2.19% 2.27% 1.41% 0.55% 1.33% 1.25% 0.47% 1.80% 3.68% 0.47% 100.00% 
Libya 

n 44 9 25 13 60 te) te) 2 3 a 3 i} 2 5 ie} ie} 2 12 181 

% 24.31% 4.97% 13.81% 7.18% 33.15% 0.00% 0.00% 1.10% 1.66% 0.55% 1.66% 0.00% 1.10% 2.76% 0.00% 0.00% 1.10% 6.63% 100.00% 
Egypt 

n 96 78 ily/ i) a 12 te) 0 0 0 0 al i} Z ie} 6 0 12 234 

% 41.03% 33.33% 7.26% 3.85% 0.43% 5.13% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.43% 0.00% 0.85% 0.00% 2.56% 0.00% 5.13% 100.00% 
Afghanistan | Pakistan* 

n 72 33 20 12 i?) 1 te) i?) i?) i?) i¢} i?) ie} ie} 1 ie} 2 4 145 

% 49.66% 22.76% 13.79% 8.28% 0.00% 0.69% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.69% 0.00% 1.38% 2.76% 100.00% 
West Africa* 

n 16 te) 22 20 25 g te) 5 1) i} i} 16 i} ie} ie} ie} 4 6 123 

% 13.01% 0.00% 17.89% 16.26% 20.33% 7.32% 0.00% 4.07% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 13.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.25% 4.88% 100.00% 
Yemen 

n 31 2 34 8 i) te) te) i) 0 i) 0 i) 0 ie} ie} ie} 5 i) 80 

% 38.75% 2.50% 42.50% 10.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 6.25% 0.00% 100.00% 
Philippines 

n te) 2 i?) 12 12 te) te) i?) i?) i?) i¢) 2 0 ie} ie} ie} 1°) il 29 

% 0.00% 6.90% 0.00% 41.38% 41.38% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 6.90% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.45% 100.00% 
Somalia 

n 4 1 i) 0 i) te) te) i) 0 i) i} i} i} ie} ie} ie} i) i} 5 

% 80.00% 20.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Tunisia 

n 2 4 i?) i?) i?) te) te) i?) i?) i?) 1°) i?) i¢} ie} ie} ie} 1°) 1°) 6 

% 33.33% 66.67% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Russia 

n 1 1 i?) i?) i?) te) te) i?) i?) i?) 1°) 1°} i?) ie} ie} 2 i?) 1°} 4 

% 25.00% 25.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 50.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Saudi Arabia 

n te) te) 1} 1} 1) te) te) 0 0 0 i} i} 0 ie} ie} ie} al al 2 

% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 50.00% 50.00% 100.00% 
Bangladesh 

n te) te) i?) i?) i?) te) te) i?) i?) i?) i¢} i?) i?) 2 ie} ie} i?) i?) f 

% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Total 

0 _ 1506 781 __ 539 4 8e — __e@ i. ss 52 — 25 _ —_ 260) _& __ 4263 

% 35.33% 18.32% 12.64% 9.71% 3.71% 2.65% 1.99% 1.76% 1.43% 1.29% 1.24% 1.22% 0.94% 0.59% 1.17% 3.75% 1.43% 100.00% 








Note. See note for Table S18. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Figure S10. Execution Method 
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Note. Total N individuals = 2414. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary method was 


counted. 


Table S21. Execution Method: Detailed Breakdown 





Exe 

















Execution method n % 
Shooting 1454 60.23% 
Shooting 1439 59.61% 
Shooting (sticking gun barrels in victims' mouths) 5 0.21% 
Shooting / Throwing off cliff 4 0.17% 
Shooting (after hanging with arms bent back from wall)* 2 0.08% 
Shooting (after hanging upside-down) 2. 0.08% 
Shooting (after being forced to climb radio pole and raise enemy flag)* el 0.04% 
Shooting with machine gun / Beheading* al 0.04% 
Beheading 694 28.75% 
by Knife 502 20.80% 
by Sword (or similar weapon) 164 6.79% 
by Knife (after hanging upside-down) 1 0.04% 
by an Undisclosed method 27 1.12% 
Throat cutting 75 3.11% 
Throat cutting 67 2.78% 
Throat cutting (after hanging upside-down) 7 0.29% 
Throat cutting / Shooting all 0.04% 
Blowing up 58 2.40% 
by IED* 18 0.75% 
by Detonating detcord tied around neck* 8 0.33% 
by Detonating boat with captives on board by explosives* 6 0.25% 
by Katusha rocket* 6 0.25% 
by Detonating mortar rounds tied around neck* 4 0.17% 
by Detonating building with captives in it by explosives* 4 0.17% 
by Detonating car in which captives were locked* 3 0.12% 
by Artillery gun 3 0.12% 
by RPG* 2 0.08% 
by Detonating explosives-rigged media equipment tied to victims’ bodies* 2 0.08% 
by Detonating home-made bomb in backpack carried by victim* 1 0.04% 
by Detonating explosives attached to captive's helmet (by dropping him head-first from height)* al 0.04% 








Table S22. Execution Method: Foreigners vs Non-Foreigners 




















Foreigner Non-foreigner Total 

Execution method n % n % % 

Shooting 39 44.83% 1415 60.81% 1454 60.23% 
Beheading 44 50.57% 650 27.93% 694 28.75% 
Throat cutting al 1.15% 74 3.18% 75 3.11% 
Blowing up 0 0.00% 58 2.49% 58 2.40% 
Throwing from a height 0 0.00% o7 1.59% EVE 1.53% 
Stoning ie} 0.00% 36 1.55% 36 149% 
Burning alive 3 3.45% 9 0.39% 12 0.50% 
Drowning ie) 0.00% 6 0.26% 6 0.25% 
Other 10) 0.00% 14 0.60% 14 0.58% 
Undisclosed method 0 0.00% 28 1.20% 28 1.16% 
Total 87 100.00% 2327 100.00% 2414 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary 


method was counted. 





Throwing from a height 37 1.53% 





Throwing from high building 17 0.70% 
Throwing from high building / Stoning 15 0.62% 
Throwing from high building / Shooting 4 0.17% 
Forced to hurl himself off high building / Shooting* 1 0.04% 
Stoning 36 1.49% 
Stoning 33 1.37% 


0.08% 
0.04% 


Smashing head with cinder blocks* 2 

Smashing head with rock* a 
Burning alive 12 0.50% 
while Suspended over fire* 4 0.17% 
while Locked in car hit by RPG* 4 0.17% 

2 

1 

ai 

6 

5 

pl 





by Igniting fuse attached to chained victims' bodies* 0.08% 
by Igniting chained victim's body with torch* 0.04% 




















while Locked in cage* 0.04% 
Drowning 0.25% 
while Locked in cage* 0.21% 
in Fish tank* 0.04% 
Other 14 0.58% 
Hanging 2 0.08% 
Heart stabbing / Shooting* 2 0.08% 
Heart stabbing* aL 0.04% 
Heart stabbing / Abdomen cutting* 1 0.04% 
Wrist cutting / Throat stabbing / Abdomen cutting / Throat cutting (after crucifying)* a 0.04% 
Cutting off arms / Beheading (after crucifying)* 1 0.04% 
Choking 1 0.04% 
Dragging behind vehicle* 1 0.04% 
Running over by tank* 1 0.04% 
Chopping off hand and opposing foot (after crucifying) 1 0.04% 
Crowd violence (e.g., kicking, beating) / Beheading by knife* 1 0.04% 
Crowd violence (e.g., kicking, beating) / Shooting* 1 0.04% 
Execution by an undisclosed method 28 1.16% 
Total 2414 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary method was 
counted. In the table, the primary method is separated by dash from the secondary method(s). 


*Asterisks mark Qisas (i.e., lex talionis) executions, if Qisas ,charge“ was tied consistently to this particular killing style. 


Table S23. Execution Method: By Year 




















2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 

Execution method n % n % n % n % % % % 

Shooting 550 54.13% 396 63.16% 160 54.79% 129 66.15% abit? 77.48% 102 76.69% 1454 60.23% 
Beheading 348 34.25% 158 25.20% 106 36.30% 47 24.10% 18 11.92% 7 12.78% 694 28.75% 
Throat cutting 4 0.39% 26 4.15% 10 3.42% 13 6.67% 14 9.27% 8 6.02% 75 3.11% 
Blowing up 41 4.04% 1 1.75% (0) 0.00% 2 1.03% 1 0.66% 3 2.26% 58 2.40% 
Throwing from a height 26 2.56% 1 1.12% 4 1.37% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 10) 0.00% 37 1.53% 
Stoning 21 2.07% 10 1.59% 3 1.03% 2 1.03% 0 0.00% ie} 0.00% 36 149% 
Burning alive ig 0.89% 2 0.32% al 0.34% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% eB 0.50% 
Drowning 5 0.49% 0 0.00% 1 0.34% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% ie} 0.00% 6 0.25% 
Other ii 0.69% 6 0.96% a 0.34% 10} 0.00% 10} 0.00% 10) 0.00% 14 0.58% 
Undisclosed method 5 0.49% a 1.75% 6 2.05% 2 1.03% 1 0.66% 3 2.26% 28 1.16% 
Total 1016 100.00% 627 100.00% 292 100.00% 195 100.00% 151 100.00% 133 100.00% 2414 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary method was counted. 


Figure S11. Execution Method: Annual Percentage 
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Note. Total N individuals = 2414. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary method was counted. 


Table S24. Execution Method: By State / Region 



























































Throwing 
Throat froma Burning Undisclosed 

Location Shooting Beheading cutting Blowing up height Stoning alive Drowning Other method Total 
Iraq 

n 690 207 ay 10 20 18 8 6 2 9 987 

% 69.91% 20.97% 1.72% 1.01% 2.03% 1.82% 0.81% 0.61% 0.20% 0.91% 100.00% 
Iraq | Syria* 

n 132 66 1 1 7 3 te) i?) 1 2 213 

% 61.97% 30.99% 0.47% 0.47% 3.29% 1.41% 0.00% 0.00% 0.47% 0.94% 100.00% 
Syria 

n 355 251 36 19 10 13 4 0 8 12 708 

% 50.14% 35.45% 5.08% 2.68% 1.41% 1.84% 0.56% 0.00% 1.13% 1.69% 100.00% 
Libya 

n 80 49 4 i?) i?) te) te) i?) El i?) 134 

% 59.70% 36.57% 2.99% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.75% 0.00% 100.00% 
Egypt 

n 64 50 6 al 1} te) (0) 1} i} 2 123 

% 52.03% 40.65% 4.88% 0.81% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.63% 100.00% 
Afghanistan | Pakistan* 

n 37 33 1 10 1°) 1 te) 0 1 2 85 

% 43.53% 38.82% 1.18% 11.76% 0.00% 1.18% 0.00% 0.00% 1.18% 2.35% 100.00% 
West Africa* 

n 54 5 10 al i?) te) te) i?) 0 i?) 70 

% 77.14% 7.14% 14.29% 1.43% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Yemen 

n 24 23 i) 16 i) El te) i) 1 i) 65 

% 36.92% 35.38% 0.00% 24.62% 0.00% 1.54% 0.00% 0.00% 1.54% 0.00% 100.00% 
Philippines 

n 12 3 0 0 0 te) te) 0 0 0 415 

% 80.00% 20.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Somalia 

n 1 3 0 i?) i?) te) te) i?) i?) i?) 4 

% 25.00% 75.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Tunisia 

n te) 4 i} 1) i) (0) te) 0 0 1} 4 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Russia 

n 3 (e) i?) i?) i?) te) (e) i?) i?) i?) 3 

% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Saudi Arabia 

n 2 te) i?) 0 i?) te) te) i?) 0 i?) 2 

% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Bangladesh 

n te) te) i) 0 i) te) te) i) i) 1 El 

% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 100.00% 
Total 

n 1454 694 75 58 37 36 12 6 14 28 2414 

% 60.23% 28.75% 3.11% 2.40% 1.53% 1.49% 0.50% 0.25% 0.58% 1.16% 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary method was counted. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Figure S12. Execution Method: Percentage by State / Region 
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Note. Total N individuals = 2414. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary method was counted. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Table S25. Execution Method: By Victims' Alleged ,,Charges“ 







































































Throwing 
Throat froma Burning Undisclosed 

Charge Shooting Beheading cutting Blowing up height Stoning alive Drowning Other method Total 
Apostasy [Ridda] 

n OTF 414 50 32 al a 8 5 9 9 1506 

% 64.87% 27.49% 3.32% 2.12% 0.07% 0.07% 0.53% 0.33% 0.60% 0.60% 100.00% 
Spying 

n 410 281 40 20 pl (e) 4 6 10 9 781 

% 52.50% 35.98% 5.12% 2.56% 0.13% 0.00% 0.51% 0.77% 1.28% 1.15% 100.00% 
Retaliation [Qisas]* 

n 242 186 18 57 al, 3 a2: 6 10 4 539 

% 44.90% 34.51% 3.34% 10.58% 0.19% 0.56% 2.23% 1.11% 1.86% 0.74% 100.00% 
Fighting IS / Religion 

n 264 106 3 26 i) lt 7 5 2 i} 414 

% 63.77% 25.60% 0.72% 6.28% 0.00% 0.24% 1.69% 1.21% 0.48% 0.00% 100.00% 
Religion / Confession 

n 98 48 ala 0 0 te) (0) 0 0 al 158 

% 62.03% 30.38% 6.96% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.63% 100.00% 
Deterrence 

n 63 34 6 2 i?) te) 2 i?) 4 2 113 

% 55.75% 30.09% 5.31% 1.77% 0.00% 0.00% 1.77% 0.00% 3.54% 1.77% 100.00% 
Treason 

n 38 22 25 0 1) te) (0) i} 0 0 85 

% 44.71% 25.88% 29.41% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Mischief [Fasad] 

n 49 24 i?) i?) i?) 2 te) i?) i?) i?) 75 

% 65.33% 32.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 2.67% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Banditry [Hirabah] 

n 31 28 i?) 0 i?) 2 te) 0 1°} i?) 61 

% 50.82% 45.90% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.28% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Blasphemy 

n 22 33 i) i) 0 te) te) i) 0 i) 55 

% 40.00% 60.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Homosexuality 

n i 3 i?) i?) 36 i te) i?) i?) i?) 53 

% 13.21% 5.66% 0.00% 0.00% 67.92% 13.21% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Hostage negotiations failed 

n 16 25 10 i?) i?) (e) 1 i?) 0 i?) 52 

% 30.77% 48.08% 19.23% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.92% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Anti-IS media work | activism 

n 27 6 a 4 0 te) te) al a 0 40 

% 67.50% 15.00% 2.50% 10.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 2.50% 2.50% 0.00% 100.00% 
Sorcery [Sihr] 

n 2 32 i?) 0 i?) te) te) i?) i?) a 35 

% 5.71% 91.43% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 2.86% 100.00% 
Adultery [Zina] 

n te) te) i?) i?) i?) 25 te) i?) 1°} i?) 25 

% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Other 

n 24 25 i) 0 1 te) (e) i) i) 0 50 

% 48.00% 50.00% 0.00% 0.00% 2.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
No charge (enemy fighter) 

n 101 39 8 i} i?) te) te) 0 al 10 160 

% 63.13% 24.38% 5.00% 0.63% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.63% 6.25% 100.00% 
No charge 

n 39 16 4 1°) 1°) alt te) 1°) 1°) 1 61 

% 63.93% 26.23% 6.56% 0.00% 0.00% 1.64% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 1.64% 100.00% 
Total 

n 2410 1322 176 142 40 42 34 23 37 37 4263 

% _—56.53% 31.01% 4.13% 3.33% 0.94% 0.99% 0.80% 0.54% 0.87% 0.87% _100.00% 





Note. n = number of charges. The total number of charges (N = 4263) is higher than the total number of victims (N = 2414) as the IS often used several arguments for 


justifying the killing of a captive. Up to four major charges per individual killing were documented (M = 1.77, SD = 0.92, Mdn = 2.00). In the table, terms used by IS' 


illegitimate Sharia courts for Hudud or other Islamic punishments are added in brackets. It is worth recalling that the group derives these terms from traditional Islamic penal 
law yet uses its own interpretation of Sharia law when implementing , justice“. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary method was 


counted. 


8i.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 


Figure S13. Execution Method: Percentages for Victims’ Alleged ,Charges“ 
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Note. Total N charges = 4263. In the figure, terms used by IS' illegitimate Sharia courts for Hudud or other Islamic punishments are added in brackets. It is worth recalling that the group 
derives these terms from traditional Islamic penal law yet uses its own interpretation of Sharia law when implementing , justice". When several killing methods were employed to execute a 


victim, the primary method was counted. 


8i.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 


Table S26. Post-Mortem Desecration: 


Summary Statistics 























Characteristic n % 
Occurence 
Wes: 106 4.39% 
No? 2308 95.61% 
Total 2414 100.00% 
Type 
Crucifixion 73 68.87% 
Hanging upside-down from meat hook 16 15.09% 
Hanging from bridge 6 5.66% 
Sticking head on metal spike 4 3.77% 
Beheading 4 3.77% 
Dragging behind vehicle 2 1.89% 
Hanging upside-down from flagpole al 0.94% 
Total 106 100.00% 
Year 
2015 Gull 48.11% 
2016 52 49.06% 
2017 Zz 1.89% 
2018 1 0.94% 
Total 106 100.00% 
Location 
Iraq zal 19.81% 
Iraq / Syria® 19 17.92% 
Syria 63 59.43% 
Libya 3 2.83% 
Total 106 100.00% 
Public nature (physical audience) 
Public 68 64.15% 
Non-public 30 28.30% 
Undisclosed 8 7.55% 
Total 106 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. None of the victims was female. One 
victim was a foreigner (who held Iranian citizenship), all others were 


locals. 


“Yes = victim's body was placed on public display after death or 
desecrated otherwise for specific purposes (such as deterrence or 
humiliation). "No = No desecration occurred / Desecration was not 
displayed in visual. “IS territory stretched over parts of both states due 


to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Table S27. Public Nature of Execution Victims’ Killings and Execution Incidents: By Year 





Public Nature of Exe 





Individuals executed 





Execution incidents 
























































Year Public Non-public Undisclosed Total Public Non-public Undisclosed Total 
2015 

n 399 592 25 1016 248 209 at 468 

% 39.27% 58.27% 2.46% _100.00% 52.99% 44.66% 2.35% _100.00% 
2016 

n 184 440 3 627 99 205 2 306 

% 29.35% 70.18% 0.48% _100.00% 32.35% 66.99% 0.65% —_100.00% 
2017 

n 43 245 4 292 31 123 4 

% 14.73% 83.90% 1.37% __100.00% 19.62% 77.85% 2.53% 
2018 

n 18 177 0 195 12 102 0 114 

% 9.23% 90.77% 0.00% 100.00% 10.53% 89.47% 0.00% 100.00% 
2019 

n 6 145 0 151 2 90 0 92 

% 3.97% 96.03% 0.00% _100.00% 2.17% 97.83% 0.00% _100.00% 
2020 

n ty) 133 0 133 ty) 86 0 86 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% _100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% _100.00% 
Total 

n 650 1732 32 2414 392 815 17 1224 

% 26.93% 71.75% 1.33% __100.00% 32.03% 66.58% 1.39% _100.00% 





Note. Public = individual was killed / execution was carried out publicly in front of an unarmed civilian crowd. Non-public = individual was killed / 


execution was carried out with no spectators present at the execution site (except camera crew / attending militants). 


Figure S14. Public Nature of Execution Victims’ Killings: By Year 
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Note. Total N individuals = 2414. Public = captive was executed publicly in front of an unarmed 
civilian crowd. Non-public = captive was executed with no spectators present at the execution site 
(except camera crew / attending militants). 
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Figure S15. Public Nature of Execution Incidents: By Year 
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Note. Total N incidents = 1224. Public = execution was carried out publicly in front of an unarmed 
civilian crowd. Non-public = execution was carried out with no spectators present at the execution 
site (except camera crew / attending militants). 16 public executions were mass killings with 5 or 
more victims. 


Table S28. Public Nature of Execution Victims’ Killings and Execution Incidents: By State / Region 








Individuals executed 





Execution incidents 








































































































Location Public Non-public Undisclosed Total Public Non-public Undisclosed Total 
Iraq 

n 218 766 3 987 125 318 2 445 

% 22.09% 77.61% 0.30% 100.00% 28.09% 71.46% 0.45% 100.00% 
Iraq / Syria* 

n 84 127 32 213 42 46 2 _90 

% 39.44% 59.62% 0.94% 100.00% 46.67% 51.11% 2.22% 100.00% 
Syria 

n 306 380 22 708 194 233 8 435 

% 43.22% 53.67% 3.11% 100.00% 44.60% 53.56% 1.84% 100.00% 
Libya 

n 24 110 0 134 18 40 0 58 

% 17.91% 82.09% 0.00% 100.00% 31.03% 68.97% 0.00% 100.00% 
Egypt 

n 4 117 2) 123 3 81 2) 86 

% 3.25% 95.12% 1.63% 100.00% 3.49% 94.19% 2.33% 100.00% 
Afghanistan / Pakistan* 

n 6 79 i?) 85 6 43 i?) 49 

% 7.06% 92.94% 0.00% 100.00% 12.24% 87.76% 0.00% 100.00% 
West Africa* 

n 6 64 1°} 70 2 22 0 24 

% 8.57% 91.43% 0.00% 100.00% 8.33% 91.67% 0.00% 100.00% 
Yemen 

n 2 60 3 65 2 16 3 21 

% 3.08% 92.31% 4.62% 100.00% 9.52% 76.19% 14.29% 100.00% 
Philippines 

n ie} 15 i?) ie} 4 i?) 4 

% 0.00% _100.00% 0.00% 0.00% _100.00% 0.00% _100.00% 
Somalia 

n te) 4 i) 4 te) 2 0 2 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Tunisia 

n 0 4 1°) 4 te) 4 0 4 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Russia 

n 0 3 0 3 0 3 0 3 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Saudi Arabia 

n 0 2 0 Z ie} 2 0 2 

% 0.00% 00.00% 0.00% _100.00% 0.00% _100.00% 0.00% _100,00% 
Bangladesh 

n te) ul i?) 1 (e) 1 i?) 1 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Total 

n 650 1732 32 2414 392 815 17 1224 

% 26.93% 71.75% 1.33% 100.00% 32.03% 66.58% 1.39% 100.00% 





Note. Public = individual was killed / execution was carried out publicly in front of an unarmed civilian crowd. Non-public = individual was killed / 
execution was carried out with no spectators present at the execution site (except camera crew / attending militants). 3 foreigners were killed in 
public executions (separate incidents), 2 in Libya, 1 in Syria. Citizenship: Mauritanian, Tunisian, Palestinian. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Figure S16. Public Nature of Execution Victims’ Killings: By State / Region Figure S17. Public Nature of Execution Incidents: By State / Region 
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Note. Total N individuals = 2414. Public = captive was executed publicly in front of an unarmed civilian crowd. Non-public = Note. Total N incidents = 1224. Public = execution was carried out publicly in front of an unarmed civilian crowd. Non-public = 
captive was executed with no spectators present at the execution site (except camera crew / attending militants). execution was carried out with no spectators present at the execution site (except camera crew / attending militants). 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. *Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Table S29. Public Nature of Execution Victims’ Killings: By Execution Method 













































































Execution 
method Public Non-public Undisclosed Total 
Shooting 

n 325 1126 3 1454 

% 22.35% 77.44% 0.21% 100.00% 
Beheading* 

n 237 438 1g 694 

% 34.15% 63.11% 2.74% 100.00% 
Throat cutting 

n a 70 4 75 

% 1.33% 93.33% 5.33% 100.00% 
Blowing up 

n ie} 58 0 58 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Throwing from a height 

n 36 al i?) 37 

% 97.30% 2.70% 0.00% 100.00% 
Stoning 

n 35 all i) 36 

% 97.22% 2.78% 0.00% 100.00% 
Burning alive 

n oO 12 1} 12 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Drowning 

n ie} 6 i?) 6 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Other? 

n 8 6 0 14 

% 57.14% 42.86% 0.00% 100.00% 
Undisclosed method 

n 8 14 6 28 

% 28.57% 50.00% 21.43% 100.00% 
Total 

n 650 1732 32 2414 

% 26.93% 71.75% 1.33% 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. Public = captive was executed publicly 
in front of an unarmed civilian crowd. Non-public = captive was 
executed with no spectators present at the execution site (except 
camera crew / attending militants). When several killing methods were 
employed to execute a victim, the primary method was counted. 


"Beheading sub-types: Beheading by knife: 93 public, 406 non-public, 4 
undisclosed; Beheading by sword: 140 public, 24 non-public, 0 
undisclosed; Beheading by an undisclosed method: 4 public, 8 non- 


public, 15 undisclosed. 


+2 individuals were killed by hanging, 4 by heart stabbing, 2 by crowd 


violence. 


Figure S18. Public Nature of Execution Victims’ Killings: Percentages for Execution Methods 
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Note. Total N individuals = 
captive was executed with 


@ Public ™ Non-public ™ Undisclosed 


2414. Public = captive was executed publicly in front of an unarmed civilian crowd. Non-public = 
no spectators present at the execution site (except camera crew / attending militants). When several 


killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary method was counted. 


Table S30. Public Nature of Execution Victims’ Killings: By Alleged Charges Figure S19. Public Nature of Execution Victims’ Killings: Percentages for Alleged Charges 









































































































































Charge Public Non-public Undisclosed Total 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% 
Apostasy [Ridda] 4 i L i L L L i L i f 
n 307 1186 ig) 1506 ‘Apostasy [Rica] mm 
- dE) _ 1S Ge) Bee) i, 
Spying enero | 
n 215 555 uw 781 Retaliation (ses) —& Se 
% 27.53% 71.06% 1.41% 100.00% Fighting IS / Religion a 
Rerslationoia=]) Religion / Corsten i ii i i en 
n 114 425 i?) 539 + 
% 21.15% 78.85% 0.00% 00.00% Deterrence - Ms i —itws 
Fighting IS / Religion Treas) II 7/777 0 oo 
n as S69 o 414 Mischief [-asad] 
% 10.87% 89.13% 0.00% 100.00% ‘ 7 < 
Religion / Confession Banditry [Hirabah) 
n 2 156 0 158 Blasphe ya 
si eth EEE DION OU O0SE Homosex ality 
Deterrence + 
A 34 79 0 113 Hostage negotiations filed TTT eee 
% 30.09% 69.91% 0.00% 100.00% AntlS media work /2CViS. 7 7 aaa 
eeecry Sorcery (Sih) 
n 15, 67 3 85 4 
% 17.65% 78.82% 3.53% 100.00% Atey (21) ce 
Mischief [Fasad] Other Oe a 
n 68 7 ie} 75 7 
Mm 
% 90.67% 9.33% 0.00% 100.0% No charge (enemy fighter) | 
Banditry [Hirabah] No charge MMMM 
n 61 oO oO 61 
% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% m Public @ Non-public m Undisclosed 
Blasphemy 
n 53 2 ie} 55 
% 96.36% 3.64% 0.00% 100.00% Note. Total N charges = 4263. In the figure, terms used by IS' illegitimate Sharia courts for Hudud or other Islamic punishments are added in 
Homosexuality brackets. It is worth recalling that the group derives these terms from traditional Islamic penal law yet uses its own interpretation of Sharia law 
n isl 0 i} 53 when implementing , justice“. 
Hostage aeapHations tale a or00% O;00%0) HootOG%s Public = captive was executed publicly in front of an unarmed civilian crowd. Non-public = captive was executed with no spectators present at 
the execution site (except camera crew / attending militants). 
n 5 47 ie} 52 
% 9.62% 90.38% 0.00% 100.00% 4i.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 
Anti-IS media work | activism 
n 13 Zi oO 40 
% 32.50% 67.50% 0.00% 100.00% 
Sorcery [Sihr] 
n 33 2 ie} 35 
% 94.29% 5.71% 0.00% 100.00% 
Adultery [Zina] 
n 25 oO oO 25 
% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Other 
n 28 ig 3 50 
% 56.00% 38.00% 6.00% 100.00% 
No charge (enemy fighter) 
n ilps 134 14 160 
% 7.50% 83.75% 8.75% 100.00% 
No charge 
n 8 51 2 61 
% 13.11% 83.61% 3.28% 100.00% 
Total 
n 1091 3126 46 4263 
% 25.59% 73.33% 1.08% 100.00% 





Note. n = number of charges. The total number of charges (N = 4263) 
is higher than the total number of victims (N = 2414) as the IS often 
used several arguments for justifying the killing of a captive. Up to four 
major charges per individual killing were documented (M = 1.77, SD = 
0.92, Mdn = 2.00). In the table, terms used by IS' illegitimate Sharia 
courts for Hudud or other Islamic punishments are added in brackets. It 
is worth recalling that the group derives these terms from traditional 
Islamic penal law yet uses its own interpretation of Sharia law when 
implementing , justice’. 


Public = captive was executed publicly in front of an unarmed civilian 
crowd. Non-public = captive was executed with no spectators present 
at the execution site (except camera crew / attending militants). 


8i.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 


Recording Site of Executions 


Table S31. Recording Site of Execution Victims’ Killings: By Year 




















Recording 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 

site n % n % n % n % n % n % n % 
Indoors 12 1.18% 35 5.58% 20 6.85% 15 7.69% 29 19.21% 3 2.26% 114 4.72% 
Outdoors 1002 98.62% 591 94.26% 268 91.78% 180 92.31% 121 80.13% 124 93.23% 2286 94.70% 
Undisclosed 2 0.20% al 0.16% 4 1.37% ie} 0.00% al 0.66% 6 451% 14 0.58% 
Total 1016 100.00% 627 100.00% 292 100.00% 4195 100.00% 151 100.00% 133 100.00% 2414 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. Indoors = captive was executed inside of a building. Outdoors = captive was executed outside of a building. All 650 camera-recorded public executions were administered outdoors. 















































































































































Table S32. Recording Site of Execution Victims’ Killings: By State / Region Table S33. Executions Carried Out at Historical Sites: Summary Statistics 
Location Indoors Outdoors Undisclosed Total Characteristic n 
Iraq Incidents 

n 62 918 7 987 Occurred at historical site 

% 6.28% 93.01% 0.71% 100.00% Yes: ay 
Iraq / Syria* No 1213 

n 5 208 i) 213 Year 

% 2.35% 97.65% 0.00% 100.00% 2015 ‘1 
Syria Location 

n 46 657 5 708 Syria abe 

% 6.50% 92.80% 0.71% 100.00% Homs? 4 
Libya Al-Khair® 7 

n (e} 134 0 134 Involved minor executioners 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% Nes 8 
Egypt No 3 

n 0 121 2 123 Mass execution 

% 0.00% 98.37% 1.63% 100.00% Yes* ey 
Afghanistan | Pakistan* No 10 

n a 84 0 85 Public execution (physical audience) 

% 1.18% 98.82% 0.00% 100.00% Yes 2 
West Africa* No 9 

n lo} 70 0 70 Media type for documentation 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% Image(s) all 
Yemen Video 10 

n te) 65 i?) 65 Both i?) 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% Media coverage 
Philippines Yes 10 

n ie} 15 1°} 15 No 1 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% Victims® 
Somalia nt 39 

n 0 4 i) 4 Gender 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% Male 39 
Tunisia Female 0 

n 0 4 0 4 Foreigner 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% Yes 0 
Russia No 39 

n (e} 3 i) 3 Execution method 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% Shooting 36 
Saudi Arabia Beheading 3 

n ie} 2 i?) 2 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% Note. *0.90% of the total number of 
Bangladesh incidents. "Historical sites (all in Palmyra): 

n 0 4 0 1 1) Roman Theater, 2) Arabic Citadel, 3) 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 00.00% Great Colonnade, and 4) Old City. 





‘Historical site (for all incidents): Citadel of 
al-Rahba (outskirts of al-Mayadin). °25 
victims. *All victims were Syrians. '1.62% 
of the total number of victims. 





Total 
n 114 2286 14 2414 
% 4.72% 94.70% 0.58% 100.00% 








Note. n = number of individuals. Indoors = captive was executed inside 
of a building. Outdoors = captive was executed outside of a building. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one 
state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Table S34. Involvement of Minors in Execution Incidents 





Involvement of M 














Involvement of minors n % 
Execution carried out by minor@ executioner/s® 52 4.25% 
Minor/s performed other task/s* in execution procedure 18 1.47% 
Execution carried out by adult executioner/s / Executioner/s not displayed 1154 94.28% 
Total 1224 100.00% 





Note. n = number of execution incidents. 


in line with international definitions of childhood, everyone under the age of 18 was considered a minor. 


®Of the 52 execution incidents: None involved female victims; 3 victims were foreigners (1 Kazakh, 1 Russian, 1 
Israeli); 4 incidents were mass executions (2 in Syria, 2 in Iraq); 10 were public executions (7 in Syria, 2 in Iraq, 1 


in the Afghanistan / Pakistan region). 


°e.g., guarding execution site, operating camera, leading victims to execution spot, or distributing knives to 
perpetrators. Passive involvement (e.g., spectatorship) was not considered. 


Table S35. Involvement of Minors in Execution Incidents: By Year 








on Incidents 



























































2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 
Involvement of minors n % n % n % n % n % % % 
Minor executioner/s 16 3.42% 19 6.21% a2: 7.59% 4 3.51% 10} 0.00% il 1.16% 52 4.25% 
Minor/s: Other task/s® 3 0.64% 3 0.98% 9 5.70% 2 1.75% 1: 1.09% ie} 0.00% 18 147% 
Adult executioner/s / Not displayed 449 95.94% 284 92.81% 137 86.71% 108 94.74% or 98.91% 85 98.84% 1154 94.28% 
Total 468 100.00% 306 100.00% 158 100.00% 114 100.00% 92 100.00% 86 100.00% 1224 100.00% 
Note. n = number of execution incidents. 
8e.g., guarding execution site, operating camera, leading victims to execution spot, or distributing knives to perpetrators. Passive involvement (e.g., spectatorship) was not considered. 
Table S36. Involvement of Minors in Execution Incidents: By State / Region Table S37. Execution Method Used by Minors 
Type of involvement Execution method n % 

Executioner Other task* Shooting 32 61.54% 
Location n % n % Beheading (Knife) 10 19.23% 
Iraq 5 9.62% 0 0.00% Stoning 6 11.54% 
Iraq / Syria* 10 19.23% 4 22.22% Throwing from high building / Stoning 2 3.85% 
Syria Syl 59.62% a2) 66.67% Forced to hurl himself off high building / Shooting al, 1.92% 
Afghanistan / Pakistan* 5 9.62% 2 11.11% Blowing up: Detonating car 1 1.92% 
West Africa* al 1.92% 10) 0.00% 
Other ie) 0.00% i?) 0.00% Total 52 100.00% 
Total $2 100.00% 18 100.00% Note. n = number of execution incidents with involvement of minors. When several 





Note. n = number of execution incidents with involvement of minors. 


4e.g., guarding execution site, operating camera, leading victims to execution spot, or 


distributing knives to perpetrators. Passive involvement (e. 
considered. 





., spectatorship) was not 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the 


group's abolishment of borders. 


killing methods were employed to execute victims, the primary method was counted. 
In the table, the primary method is separated by dash from the secondary method. 


Use of Symbol-Colored Jumpsuits 


Table S38. Colors of Jumpsuits Execution Victims Were Forced to Wear 























Table S39. Use of Symbol-Colored Jumpsuits: Foreigners vs Non-Foreigners 






































Jumpsuit color? n % Foreigner Non-foreigner Total 

Orange 709 29.37% Use of symbol-colored clothing n % n % % 

Red 199 8.24% Symbol-colored jumpsuit 72 82.76% 918 39.45% 990 41.01% 
Blue? Sif 1.53% Clothes not symbol-colored 15 17.24% 1401 60.21% 1416 58.66% 
Black 24 0.99% Color of clothes undisclosed 0 0.00% 8 0.34% 8 0.33% 
Yellow wf 0.29% 

Grey with orange elements 4 0.17% Total 87 100.00% 2327 100.00% 2414 100.00% 
Beige 3 0.12% 

Brown 2 0.08% Note. n = number of individuals. 

White 2) 0.08% 

Grey 2 0.08% 

Peach il 0.04% 

Clothes not symbol-colored 1416 58.66% 

Color of clothes undisclosed 8 0.33% 

Total 2414 100.00% 

Note. n = number of individuals. To date, the IS has not yet provided an 

official explanation for its use of particular symbol colors. While in some 

cases the intention of using a color is evident (e.g., orange as an 

analogy to prisoner uniforms at the U.S. Guantanamo prison or yellow 

to prisoner uniforms in the Camp Bucca detention facility in Iraq), in 

others, the symbolic meaning of the employed colors remains unclear. 

*If a victim was displayed in jumpsuits of different colors (e.g., orange 

during interrogation and red during execution), the color used for 

execution was counted. 

Notably, a photo report released March 17, 2015 in Iraq aimed to 

create the impression that the four displayed execution victims wore 

black jumpsuits, yet on closer inspection, the jumpsuit color in the 

pictures turned out to have been manipulated with image editing 

software. A video (released April 5, 2015) featuring the same persons 

and scene supported this conclusion: It revealed that the captives were 

in fact wearing blue jumpsuits. 

Table S40. Use of Symbol-Colored Jumpsuits: By Year 

Use of symbol-colored 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 

clothing n % % % n % n % n % % 
Symbol-colored jumpsuit 470 46.26% 312 49.76% 123 42.12% 46 23.59% 20 13.25% 19) 14.29% 990 41.01% 
Clothes not symbol-colored 541 53.25% 314 50.08% 168 57.53% 148 75.90% 131 86.75% 114 85.71% 1416 58.66% 
Color of clothes undisclosed 5 0.49% il 0.16% il 0.34% 1 0.51% ie) 0.00% ie) 0.00% 8 0.33% 
Total 1016 100.00% 627 100.00% 292 100.00% 195 100.00% 151 100.00% 133 100.00% 2414 100.00% 





Note. n = number of victims. 


Figure S20. Use of Symbol-Colored Jumpsuits: Annual Percentage 
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Note. Total N individuals = 2414. 


Figure S21. Use of Symbol-Colored Jumpsuits: Percentage by State / Region 


Table S41. Use of Symbol-Colored Jumpsuits: By State / Region 
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@ Symbol-colored jumpsuit ™ Clothes not symbol-colored m Color of clothes undisclosed 


Note. Total N individuals = 2414. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's 
abolishment of borders. 
























































Symbol- Clothesnot Color of 
colored symbol- clothes 

Location jumpsuit colored undisclosed Total 
Iraq 

n 347 639 al 987 

% 35.16% 64.74% 0.10% 100.00% 
Iraq / Syria* 

n 124 89 1°} 213 

% 58.22% 41.78% 0.00% 100.00% 
Syria 

n 253 449 6 708 

% 35.73% 63.42% 0.85% 100.00% 
Libya 

n 89 45 i} 134 

% 66.42% 33.58% 0.00% 100.00% 
Egypt 

n 41 81 il 123 

% 33.33% 65.85% 0.81% 100.00% 
AfPak* 

n 57 28 1°} 85 

% 67.06% 32.94% 0.00% 100.00% 
West Africa* 

n 31 39 0 70 

% 44.29% 55.71% 0.00% 100.00% 
Yemen 

n 32 33 ie} 65 

% 49.23% 50.77% 0.00% 100.00% 
Philippines 

n 14 al i} 15 

% 93.33% 6.67% 0.00% 100.00% 
Somalia 

n 1 3 0 4 

% 25.00% 75.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Tunisia 

n i?) 4 ie) 4 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Russia 

n 1°) 3 0 3 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Saudi Arabia 

n 1°} 2 1°} Z 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Bangladesh 

n a) i?) 1°} 1 

% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Total 

n 990 1416 8 2414 

% 41.01% 58.66% 0.33% 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one 
state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 


Table S42. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: By Year 


Media 











2015 














2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 
Media type n % % % n % % n % n % 
Video 518 50.98% 403 64.27% 160 54.79% 62 31.79% 75 49.67% 74 55.64% 1292 53.52% 
Image(s) 324 31.89% 157 25.04% 81 27.74% 76 38.97% 26 17.22% 39 29.32% 703 29.12% 
Both* 174 17.13% 67 10.69% Bil 17.47% 57 29.23% 50 33.11% 20 15.04% 419 17.36% 
Total 1016 100.00% 627 100.00% 292 100.00% 195 100.00% 151 100.00% 133 100.00% 2414 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. 


*Both = a captive's killing was documented in several visuals of different media types. Usually, a photo report was released at first which was later followed by a video. The time lag between the different releases 
ranged from a few hours to 713 days (M = 109, SD = 140, Mdn = 53). 


Figure S22. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: By Year 
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Both = a captive's killing was documented in several visuals of different media types. Usually, a 
photo report was released at first which was later followed by a video. The time lag between the 
different releases ranged from a few hours to 713 days (M = 109, SD = 140, Mdn = 53). 


Table S43. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: Foreigners vs Non-Foreigners 




















Foreigner Non-foreigner Total 
Media type n % n % n % 
Video 74 85.06% 1218 52.34% 1292 53.52% 
Image(s) ‘1 12.64% 692 29.74% 703 29.12% 
Both 4 2.30% 417 17.92% 419 17.36% 
Total 87 100.00% 2327 100.00% 2414 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. See also note for Table S42. 


Table S44. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: By Involvement of Minors in Execution Incidents 























Minorls 
Executioner/s Other task/s* Adult executioner/s | ND° Total 
Media type n % n % n % % 
Video 36 69.23% 6 33.33% 506 43.85% 548 44.77% 
Image(s) 10 19.23% 10 55.56% 431 37.35% 451 36.85% 
Both 6 11.54% 2 11.11% CATS 18.80% 225 18.38% 
Total 52 100.00% 18 100.00% 1154 100.00% 1224 100.00% 





Note. n = number of incidents. See also note for Table S42. 


*e.g., guarding execution site, operating camera, leading victims to execution spot, or distributing knives to perpetrators. "ND = 


not displayed. 


Table S45. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: By State / Region 
























































Figure S23. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: Percentage by State / Region 


















































Location Video Image(s) Both Total 
Iraq 

n 484 234 269 987 

% 49.04% 23.71% 27.25% 100.00% 
Iraq / Syria* 

n 137 59 17 213 

% 64.32% 27.70% 7.98% 100.00% 
Syria 

n 350 298 60 708 

% 49.44% 42.09% 8.47% 100.00% 
Libya 

n 99 16 19 134 

% 73.88% 11.94% 14.18% 100.00% 
Egypt 

n 59 42 22 123 

% 47.97% 34.15% 17.89% 100.00% 
Afghanistan / Pakistan* 

n 35 39 phy 85 

% 41.18% 45.88% 12.94% 100.00% 
West Africa* 

n 51 8 alk 70 

% 72.86% 11.43% 15.71% 100.00% 
Yemen 

n 59 3 3 65 

% 90.77% 4.62% 4.62% 100.00% 
Philippines 

n i 2 6 15 

% 46.67% 13.33% 40.00% 100.00% 
Somalia 

n 4 ie} i) 4 

% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Tunisia 

n 2 al al 4 

% 50.00% 25.00% 25.00% 100.00% 
Russia 

n 3 ie} i?) 3 

% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Saudi Arabia 

n 2 ie} 0 2 

% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Bangladesh 

n ie} zl i?) 1 

% 0.00% 100.00% 0.00% 100.00% 
Total 

n 1292 703 419 2414 

% 53.52% 29.12% 17.36% 100.00% 





Note. n = number of individuals. See also note for Table S42. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one 


state due to the group's abolishment of borders. 
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m Video = Image(s) = Both 


Note. Total N individuals = 2414. See also note for Figure S22. 


*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one state due to the group's abolishment of 
borders. 


Table S46. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: By Execution Method Table S47. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: By Alleged Charges 














































































































































































































Execution Charge Video Image(s) Both Total 
method Video Image(s) Both Total Apostasy [Ridda] 
Shooting n 809 379 318 1506 
n 199 379 276 1454 % 53.72% 25.17% 21.12% 100.00% 
% 54.95% 26.07% 18.98% 100.00% Spying 
Beheading n 375 254 152 781 
n 350 240 104 694 % 48.02% 32.52% 19.46% 100.00% 
% 50.43% 34.58% 14.99% 100.00% Retaliation [Qisas]* 
Throat cutting n 441 eu 67 539 
n 46 14 15 75 % 81.82% 5.75% 12.43% 100.00% 
% 61.33% 18.67% 20.00% 100.00% Fighting IS / Religion 
Blowing up n 345 25 44 414 
n 55 2 1 58 % 83.33% 6.04% 10.63% 100.00% 
% 94.83% 3.45% 1.72% 100.00% Religion / Confession 
Throwing from a height n 132 10 16 158 
n 4 21 12 37 % 83.54% 6.33% 10.13% 100.00% 
% 10.81% 56.76% 32.43% 100.00% Deterrence 
Stoning n 67 10 36 113 
n 5 26 5 36 % 59.29% 8.85% 31.86% 100.00% 
% 13.89% 72.22% 13.89% 100.00% Treason 
Burning alive n 50 5 30 85 
n 12 ie} i?) 12 % 58.82% 5.88% 35.29% 100.00% 
% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% Mischief [Fasad] 
Drowning n 15 41 19 75 
n 6 te) i?) 6 % 20.00% 54.67% 25.33% 100.00% 
% 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 100.00% Banditry [Hirabah] 
Other n 10 39 12 61 
n 8 2 4 14 % 16.39% 63.93% 19.67% 100.00% 
% 57.14% 14.29% 28.57% 100.00% Blasphemy 
Undisclosed method n 3 50 2 55 
n 7 ig 2 28 % 5.45% 90.91% 3.64% 100.00% 
% 25.00% 67.86% 7.14% 100.00% Homosexuality 
n 6 30 17 53 
Total % 11.32% 56.60% 32.08% 100.00% 
n 1292 703 419 2414 Hostage negotiations failed 
% 53.52% 29.12% 17.36% 100.00% n 42 5 5 52 
% 80.77% 9.62% 9.62% 100.00% 
Note. n = number of individuals. When several killing methods were Anti-IS media work | activism 
employed to execute a victim, the primary method was counted. See n 38 2 i?) 40 
also note for Table S42. % 95.00% 5.00% 0.00% 100.0096 
Sorcery [Sihr] 
n 6 17 12 35 
% 17.14% 48.57% 34.29% 100.00% 
Figure S24. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: Percentages for Execution Methods Adultery [Zina] 
n 3 19 3 25 
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% on % 12.00% 76.00% 12.00% __100.00% 
ther 
Shooting = n 16 22 12 50 
% 32.00% 44.00% 24.00% 100.00% 
Beheading as | No charge (enemy fighter) 
, n 82 57 za 160 
Throat cutting —ey % 51.25% 35.63% 13.13% 100.0% 
2 No charge 
Slowing ps | a 51 9 1 61 
Throwing from a height zz =a % 83.61% 14.75% 1.64% 100.00% 
storing =a Total 
n 2491 1005 767 4263 
Buming alive % 58.43% 23.57% 17.99% 100.00% 





Drowning Note. n = number of charges. The total number of charges (N = 4263) 
is higher than the total number of victims (N = 2414) as the IS often 
Che SSS used several arguments for justifying the killing of a captive. Up to four 
major charges per individual killing were documented (M = 1.77, SD = 
Undisclosed method = 0.92, Mdn = 2.00). In the table, terms used by IS' illegitimate Sharia 


courts for Hudud or other Islamic punishments are added in brackets. It 
is worth recalling that the group derives these terms from traditional 
Islamic penal law yet uses its own interpretation of Sharia law when 
implementing , justice. See also note for Table S42. 


m Video ™ Image(s) = Both 


Note. Total N individuals = 2414. When several killing methods were employed to execute a victim, the primary 
method was counted. See also note for Figure S22. 4\.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 


Figure S25. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: Percentages for Alleged Charges 
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Table S48. Media Type Used to Document Victims' Killings: By Public Nature of Executions 























Deter ce eee Ruble Non-public undisclosed qemt 
Media type n % n % n % n % 

Treas A Wiles 196 30.15% 7091 62.99% 5 15 63% [202 53.52% 

Mischief [Fasad] EEE Image(s) 367 56.46% 309 17.84% 27 84.38% 703 29.12% 

Banditry [Hiraba}] | Both 87 13.38% 332 19.17% ) 0.00% 419 17.36% 
Blasphemy Ml | 

Homosexuality es Total 650 100.00% 1732 100.00% 32 100.00% 2414 100.00% 
Hostage negotiations failcc P| 


: _ - Note. n = number of individuals. Public = captive was executed publicly in front of an unarmed civilian crowd. Non-public = 
AntitS media work / 2ctivis) captive was executed with no spectators present at the execution site (except camera crew / attending militants). See also note 


Sorcery [Sih] [Sa for Table S42. 
Adultery [Zina] Ln 
Cher a Se 
No charge (enemy fighter) = | EE 
No charge = 


Video ™ Image(s) ™ Both 


Note. Total N charges = 4263. In the figure, terms used by IS' illegitimate Sharia courts for Hudud or other Islamic punishments. 
are added in brackets. It is worth recalling that the group derives these terms from traditional Islamic penal law yet uses its own 
interpretation of Sharia law when implementing , justice“. See also note for Figure S22. 


%i.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 





Coverage of Exe: Killings in Western News Media 


























Table S49. Coverage of Execution Victims' Killings in Western News Media: Foreigners vs Non-Foreigners Figure S26. Coverage of Execution Victims' Killings in Western News Media: Percentage by Foreigner Status 
Media Foreigner Non-foreigner Total 100% 
coverage n % n % n % 90% 
Yes 79 90.80% 212 9.11% 291 12.05% 
No 8 9.20% 2115 90.89% 2123 87.95% 80% 

70% 
Total 87 100.00% 2327 100.00% 2414 100.00% 

60% 
Note. n = number of individuals. Yes = a Google News search for the queries ,ISIS execution* 
respectively ,Daesh execution" returned = 50 news articles from different Western news outlets 50% mNo 
within the first 48 hours after the release of the visual that documented a captive's killing. No=a myYes 
Google News search for the queries ,ISIS execution“ respectively ,Daesh execution returned < 50 40% 
news articles from different Western news outlets within the first 48 hours after the release of the 
visual that documented a captive's killing. Foreigner = a person killed in a state other than his/her 30% 
home country. Non-foreigner = a person killed in his/her home country. 20% 

10% 

0% 





Foreigner Non-foreigner 


Note. Total N individuals = 2414. Yes = a Google News search for the queries ,ISIS execution“ 
respectively ,Daesh execution“ returned = 50 news articles from different Western news outlets 
within the first 48 hours after the release of the visual that documented a captive's killing. No =a 
Google News search for the queries ,ISIS execution" respectively ,Daesh execution" returned < 50 
news articles from different Western news outlets within the first 48 hours after the release of the 
visual that documented a captive's killing. Foreigner = a person killed in a state other than his/her 
home country. Non-foreigner = a person killed in his/her home country. 


Table S50. Coverage of Execution Victims' Killings in Western News Media: By Year 























Media 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 

coverage n % n % n % n % n % n % n % 

Yes 207 20.37% 55 8.77% i 2.40% te) 0.00% 1 7.28% ah 8.27% 291 12.05% 
No 809 79.63% 572 91.23% 285 97.60% 195 100.00% 140 92.72% 122 91.73% 2123 87.95% 
Total 1016 100.00% 627 100.00% 292 100.00% 195 100.00% 452 100.00% 133 100.00% 2414 100.00% 
n Foreigners 74 2 2. 3 0 6 87 





Note. See note for Table S49. 


































































































Table S51. Coverage of Execution Victims' Killings in Western News Media: By State / Region Table S52. Coverage of Execution Victims' Killings in Western News Media: By Execution Method 
Media coverage Execution Media coverage 
Location Yes No Total n Foreigners method Yes No Total n Foreigners 
Iraq Shooting 
n 56 931 987 4 n 127 1327 1454 39 
% 5.67% 94.33% 100.00% % 8.73% 91.27% 100.00% 
Iraq | Syria* Beheading 
n 2 211 213 1 n 98 596 694 44 
% 0.94% 99.06% _ 100.00% % 14.12% 85.88% 00.00% 
Syria Throat cutting 
n 111 597 708 12 n 16 59 75 al 
% 15.68% 84.32% 100.00% % 21.33% 78.67% 100.00% 
Libya Blowing up 
n 63 71 134 63 n 24 34 58 1°} 
% 47.01% 52.99% 100.00% % 41.38% 58.62% 100.00% 
Egypt Throwing from a height 
n a 112 123 al n 4 33 37 i) 
% 8.94% 91.06% 100.00% % 10.81% 89.19% 100.00% 
Afghanistan / Pakistan* Stoning 
n pul 74 85 0 n 5 31 36 0 
% 12.94% 87.06% 100.00% % 13.89% 86.11% 100.00% 
West Africa* Burning alive 
n 22 48 70 6 n al il 12 3 
% 31.43% 68.57% 100.00% % 91.67% 8.33% 100.00% 
Yemen Drowning 
n 15 50 65 i) n 5 1 6 i} 
% 23.08% 76.92% 100.00% % 83.33% 16.67% 100.00% 
Other Other 
n te) 29 29 i?) n al 13 14 1°) 
% 0.00% 100.00% 100.00% % 7.14% 92.86% 100.00% 
Undisclosed method 
Total n i?) 28 28 i?) 
n 291 2123 2414 87 % 0.00% 100.00% 100.00% 
% 12.05% 87.95% __100.00% 
Total 
Note. See note for Table S49. n 291 2123 2414 87 
% 12.05% 87.95% 100.00% 





*Asterisks mark IS territories stretching over parts of more than one 


state due to the group's abolishment of borders. Note. See note for Table S49. When several killing methods were 


employed to execute a victim, the primary method was counted. 


Table S53. Coverage of Execution Victims' Killings in Western News Media: By Alleged Charges Table S54. Coverage of Execution Incidents in Western News Media: By Involvement of Minors 












































Media coverage Minorls 
Charge Yes No Total n Foreigners Media Executioner/s* Other task/s’ Adult executioner/s® / ND* Total 
Apostasy [Ridda] coverage n % n % n % n % 
n wey? 1379 1506 10 Yes 18 34.62% zZ 11.11% 70 6.07% 90 7.35% 
% 8.43% 91.57% 100.00% No 34 65.38% 16 88.89% 1084 93.93% 1134 92.65% 
Spying 
n 64 717 781 6 Total 52 100.00% 18 100.00% 1154 100.00% 1224 100.00% 
% 8.19% 91.81% 100.00% 
Retaliation [Qisas]* Note. n = number of incidents. See also note for Table S49. 
n 138 401 539 28 _ : 
% 25.60% 74.40% 100.00% *3 victims were foreigners. 





*e.g., guarding execution site, operating camera, leading victims to execution spot, or distributing knives to perpetrators. 


Fighting IS / Religion 
ighting IS / ig) °84 victims were foreigners. 



















































































n 66 348 414 6 ‘dpa scz 
% 15.94% 84.06% 100.0096. : NO ior depleved: 
Religion / Confession 
n 86 72 158 59 
% 54.43% 45.57% 100.00% 
Deterrence Table S55. Coverage of Execution Victims' Killings in Western News Media: By Media Type Used to Document Killings 
n af 06 13 2 
% 6.19% 93.81%  100.00% : Media Video Image(s) Both Total 
Treason coverage n % n % n % n % 
n 2 83 85 0 Yes 241 18.65% 28 3.98% 22 5.25% 291 12.05% 
% 2.35% 97.65% _100.00% _ No 1051 81.35% 675 96.02% 397 94.75% 2123 87.95% 
Mischief [Fasad] 
n a 64 75 2 Total 1292 100.00% 703 100.00% 419 100.00% 2414 100.00% 
% 14.67% 85.33% 100.00% n Foreigners 74 aa 2 87 
Banditry [Hirabah] 
n 4 57 61 i) Note. See note for Table S49. 
% 6.56% 93.44% 100.00% 
Blasphemy 
n 2 53 55 1°) 
% 3.64% 96.36% 100.00% 
Homosexuality 
n 8 45 53 0 
% 15.09% 84.91% 100.00% 
Hostage negotiations failed 
n 34 18 52 7 
% 65.38% 34.62% _ 100.00% 
Anti-IS media work / activism 
n 12 28 40 2 
% 30.00% 70.00% 100.00% 
Sorcery [Sihr] 
n te) 35 35 Alt 
% 0.00% _-100.00% _—_—100.00% 
Adultery [Zina] 
n 3 22 25 0 
% 12.00% 88.00% 100.00% 
Other 
n 3 47 50 3 
% 6.00% 94.00% 100.00% 
No charge (enemy fighter) 
n 13 147 160 0 
% 8.13% 91.88% 100.00% 
No charge 
n 6 55 61 6 
% 9.84% 90.16% 100.00% 
Total 
n 586 3677 4263 132 
% 13.75% 86.25% 100.00% 





Note. n = number of charges. The total number of charges (all: N = 
4263; foreigners = 132) is higher than the total number of victims (all: N 
= 2414; foreigners: n = 87) as the IS often used several arguments for 
justifying the killing of a captive. Up to four major charges per individual 
killing were documented (M = 1.77, SD = 0.92, Mdn = 2.00). In the 
table, terms used by !S' illegitimate Sharia courts for Hudud or other 
Islamic punishments are added in brackets. It is worth recalling that the 
group derives these terms from traditional Islamic penal law yet uses its 
own interpretation of Sharia law when implementing , justice“. 


See also note for Table S49. 


*i.e., lex talionis; includes the crime of deliberate murder. 


Table S56. Camp Speicher Massacre 








N victims ~1700 
Date of execution 2014-06-12 
Release date of execution video* 2015-07-11 
Gender (victims) Male 
Conflict participants Yes 
Foreigners No 
Citizenship Iraqi 
Location Iraq (Salahuddin province) 
Mass execution Yes 
Public execution No 
Occurred at historical site No 
Minor executioner(s)’ involved Yes 
Method Shooting 
Post-mortem desecration No / Not displayed 
Alleged charges Apostasy [Ridda], Retaliation [Qisas] 
Media type for documentation Video 
Recording site Outdoors 
Symbol-colored jumpsuits No 
Media coverage Yes 





Note. The large-scale massacre was excluded from the data set due to its outlier 
status. 


“The video displays the IS massacre of Iraqi soldiers (most of them Shia recruits) from 
Camp Speicher Military Base (near Tikrit) in a former residential compound of 
Saddam Hussein in June 2014. 


One of the displayed executioners was a minor — the young boy carried out at least 
two killings. 


